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1. Overall Description:

SA3 thanks OMA BAC for the LS on DCF (S3-070204).

In the LS OMA BAC identified some problems with the current MBMS solution in use of OMA DRM 2.0 DRM Content Format (DCF). SA3 has discussed the potential problems OMA BAC has raised and would like to give the following feedback.

· MBMS uses OMA DRM V2.0 fields to indicate the key-id, namely the RightsIssuerURL in the CommonHeader box. This breaks compatibility with OMA DRM V2.0.
This issue was agreed with OMA BAC DLDRM when 3GPP specified the MBMS download protection for 3GPP Rel-6. It was verified by OMA BAC DLRM in their reply LS to SA3 in OMA-DLDRM-2005-0044-Answer-LS-3GPP-SA3-on-DCF (S3-050170) that OMA BAC DLDRM defines the ‘mbms‑key://<key_id>’ mechanism as the URL scheme to use to interpret the value of the RightsIssuerURL field in case the DCF is used in the MBMS context.
However, in order to guarantee the interoperability with the use of DCF for protecting the download data, SA3 has agreed adopt the concept of the new Smartcard box to indicate the key-id as proposed by OMA BCAST. SA3 would like to ask OMA BCAST to reserve an identifier for MBMS and to provide this identifier to SA3 when available. 

SA3 also asks OMA BCAST to provide information to SA3 on which version of the OMA BCAST specification 3GPP TS 33.246 should refer to concerning the usage of Smartcard box.
· We also note that MBMS has differentiated the DCF file format through the use of minor version 0x00000003, while the current OMA DRM V2.0 minor version is 0x00000002.
The use of minor version 0x00000003 was communicated to 3GPP SA3 in the above mentioned LS from OMA BAC DLDRM.

SA3 believes that the OMADRMSignature Box should still be used for the integrity protection and thus the reference to the minor version 0x00000003 of OMA DRM V2.0 DCF is needed. SA3 kindly asks OMA BAC DLDRM to verify this assumption.
· OMADRMSignatureBox has a 4CC code "odfssign" that exceeds four characters. We believe this is a mistake. Is SA3 aware of this issue, and has this possibly been corrected for Release 6 / 7 specifications? 
There is a mistake in the 4CC code. The correct 4CC code is “odfs”. A CR will be provided to SA3#47 to correct this for Rel-6 and Rel-7.
2. Actions:

To OMA BAC BCAST group.                                                                                                                     
ACTION: 
SA3 kindly asks OMA BAC BCAST group to
· reserve an identifier for MBMS and to provide this identifier to SA3 when available
· provide information to SA3 on which version of the OMA BCAST specification 3GPP TS 33.246 should refer to concerning the usage of Smartcard box.
To OMA BAC DLDRM group.                                                                                                                     

ACTION: 
SA3 kindly asks OMA BAC DLDRM group to verify whether the reference to the minor version 0x00000003 of OMA DRM V2.0 DCF from 3GPP TS 33.246 is still needed. 
3. Date of Next TSG-SA3 Meetings:

TSG-SA3 Meeting #47 
22th – 25th May 2007
TBD, Europe
TSG-SA3 Meeting #48
10th – 13th July 2007
TBD
